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ABSTRACT 


Previous studies have viewed Anti-Americanism from an economic, 
political or cultural viewpoint, but no attempt has been made to 
measure this feeling among individual Canadians. 

The purpose of this study is to develop an attitude scale in 
order to measure Anti-American feelings or sentiments among Canadians. 

In constructing such an attitude scale, two major areas are 
considered: 

(a) The development of the scale 
(b) The analyses of the scale. 

In the development of the scale, a Likert-type scaling method 
was employed in which a large group of items was generated, administered 
to a group of subjects and scored. Item analysis was performed on the 
items in order to select the most discriminating ones, from which a 
twelve-item Anti-American scale was constructed. 

To analyze the scale, a factor analysis was performed on all the 
twelve items on the scale in order to determine if the scale was multi- 
dimensional. Results showed three dimensions present, from which three 
sub-scales and a composite scale were constructed. An interpretative 


discussion of these various scales followed. 
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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE 


INTRODUCTION 

Since the beginning of it's history, Canada has been defensive 
in it's relations with the United States. Incidents have occurred in 
the past and are occurring today which have caused many Canadians to 
express ill-feelings towards Americans. The threat of United States 
domination, formerly military, and later economic, political and 
cultural, has naturally created an undercurrent of Anti-American 
feelings in Canada which, from time to time, burst to the surface. 

As late as 1895, Canada made substantial defensive preparations 
against American invasion. Between the First World War and the Second, 
the only defense plans the Canadian military bothered to compile were 
strategies for defense against attack from the United Beacon This 
fear of American expansion was a major ingredient in the consummation 
of Canadian Confederation in 1867, and led to the national government's 
tripartite policy, involving railroad construction, immigration and 
tariffs, which was, in essence, an Anti-American policy.? 

After the Second World War and with the growth of the perceived 
threat of Communism caused by the Cold War, Canada allied herself with 
the United States. In doing so she dropped her fear of the United 
States as a military threat, but opened herself up to other anxieties - 
fears of foreign ownership and control, of cultural and economic 


penetration of Canada by the United States. Today, Canada's role in 


the area of defense is essentially that of a reliable supplier to help 
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meet demands of the military needs of the United States For example, 
in the area of defense policy, Canada has accepted North American 
defense arrangements, which have resulted in de facto United States 
control of nuclear weapons in Canada. The price for this agreement 
was control exercised from the United States, causing distinct 
uneasiness among many Canadians.” 

A high degree of United States ownership and control which 
seems to have forced Canada into a semi-dependent position in relation 
to the United States is another area which contributed greatly to the 
rise of Anti-American feelings in Canada. For example, in 1964, 
Canada had gross liabilities of $32.8 billion, of which $23.1 billion 
was owned by the United States. Of this latter figure, $21.4 billion 
represented long term investment owned in the United States. This 
investment resulted in American control in 1963 of 46 per cent of 
Canadian manufacturing industries, 63 per cent of petroleum and 
natural gas, and 52 per cent of mining and smelting idastriega In 
individual manufacturing industries, American control was higher, for 
example: automobiles 97 per cent, rubber 90 per cent, electrical 
apparatus 66 per cent and chemicals 54 per cent./ Although these 
statistics date back to 1963-64, unofficial data indicates that this 
high level of American investment has been maintained to date.® In 
fact, American investment is now more than ever concentrated in the 
growth sectors of the Canadian economy.” 

In the area of trade, Canada has been irritated by protectionist 
elements in the United States which have managed to limit, through 


tariffs and quotas, the import of Canadian oil, gas, zinc and softwood 
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lumber. Further ill feelings resulted from the failure of the United 
States to renew contracts for uranium. This undermined the existence 
of a Canadian mining community. Also, resentment was generated by 
the United States agricultural policy which promoted "fire" sales of 
wheat surplus to foreigners, and thereby hurt the export markets of 
Canadian farmers. 1° 
Other individual cases of Anti-American sentiments have occurred: 
when a United States senate sub-committee published a testimony that 
branded a leading Canadian diplomat as a communist; when it was 
rumored that the sale of trucks to Communist China by a foreign 
subsidiary in Canada had been vetoed by the United States government; 
when a United States controlled union boycotted Canadian ships on the 
Great Lakes and thus disrupted Canada's export trade; when the First 
National City Bank of New York purchased control of a Canadian chartered 
bank against the wishes of the Canadian government; when United States 
courts attempted to apply United States anti-trust laws to firms 
resident in Canada; and, when United States government passed its 
balance of payments guidelines which affected the behavior of Canadian 


Le 


companies. More recently in Canada, concern has been expressed over 
the increasing number of appointments of United States citizens to both 
professional and administrative positions at Canadian Eniveretieewe. 
The United Empire Loyalist origins of an influential sector of 
the Canadian population have also helped to sustain Anti-Americanism 
in Canada over the years: 
It is essential to realize that Canada represents the losing 
side of the American revolution. The central part of the 


country - the Province of Ontario - was settled by embittered 
Tory refugees from the United States, many of whom had been 
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deprived of their property and arrived in Canada practically 
destitute. The tradition of disdain for and fear of the 
Americans, which they brought with them has had - owing to 
their superior education and social status - a disproportionate 
influence on Canadian thinking with respect to the United 
States ever since. 

In conclusion, certain incidents which have occurred in the 
past and are occurring now have impressed upon Canada its economic, 
political and cultural interdependence with the United States. These 
events have caused much uneasiness among many Canadians. This might 
lead one to infer that there is some body of Anti-Americanism prevailing 
in Canada. 

Since positive indications of Anti-American feeling among 
Canadians can be inferred, research to determine the actual presence 
and characteristic of Anti-Americanism in Canada promise to be 
productive. 

Research studies relating to Anti-American sentiment among 
Canadians have been conducted in the past, but only from an historical, 
cultural or economic point of view. To date, there has been no research 
conducted which looks at the Canadian individual per se, hence we have 
no real way of understanding his psychological attitude toward Americans. 
To do this would require the construction of an attitude scale. By 
measuring the attitudes of people, it is possible to predict and 
possibly control their behavior, which is an important desiderata to 
many people in our society. 

In developing an attitude scale to measure Anti-Americanism, 
care must be exercised since measurement can only deal with attitudes 


that are common. There are relatively few attitudes that are common 


enough to be profitably Sealed." in forcing attitudes into a scale 
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form, violence is necessarily done to the unique structure of man's 
“etic oeee Thus attitude scales should be regarded only as the roughest 
approximation of the way in which attitudes actually exist in the 
mental life of individuals. Many persons possess contradictory 
attitudes, and for this reason, their mental sets at the moment of 
submitting to a scale may tell only a part of the story. Furthermore, 
attitudes often change, and an investigation made under one set of 
conditions may not for long present a true picture of the attitudes of 
any group. Moreover, rationalization and deception inevitably occur 
and, so great may be the tendency to protect oneself, that even 
anonymity is no adequate guarantee. Thus ignorance, suspicion, fear, 

a neurotic sense of guilt, undue enthusiasm, a lack Of insteht, or 

even a knowledge of the investigator's purpose may invalidate an inquiry. 
Unless these limitations are kept in mind, the zeal for measurement may 
overstep reasonable bounds. Recognizing these limitations however, 

the success achieved in the past ten years in the field of measurement 
of attitudes may be regarded as one of the major accomplishments of 


social Rerciolesy °° 


PURPOSE OF THIS STUDY 
The purpose of this study is therefore to develop an attitude 


scale in order to measure Anti-American sentiments among Canadians. 
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CHAPTER II 
THE CONSTRUCTION OF A SCALE TO MEASURE ANTI-AMERICANISM 


INTRODUCTION 

To use the concept of attitude in understanding and predicting 
action, we need reliable and valid measuring instruments. The 
measurement of attitudes, like the measurement of all psychological 
determinants, is necessarily indirect. . Attitudes can be measured 
only on the basis of inferences drawn from the responses of the 
individual toward the object - his overt actions and his verbal 
statements of beliefs, feelings and dispositions to act with respect 


to the object.* 


Of all methods for the measurement of attitudes, by 
far the most widely used is an attitude scale. 

An attitude scale consists of a set of statements to which a 
person responds. The pattern of his response provides a way of 
inferring something about his attitude. In each case, the objective 
of an attitude scale is the same, to assign an individual a numerical 


position on a continuum, a position which indicates his attitude toward 


a particular object. 


A. CONSTRUCTING THE SCALE 

There are essentially five principal scaling methods for the 
measurement of attitudes: the method of equal-appearing intervals 
developed by Thurstone and his eo workenan the method of summated 
ratings developed by Likentee the social distance scale developed by 


Borardaa.) the cumulative scaling method developed by Guttman;® and 
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the scale-discriminating technique developed by Edwards and Kilpatrick.” 


Because the method of summated rating is widely used and easy to apply 


in the development of an attitude scale, it was employed in the con- 


struction of the Anti-American scale. The following are the steps 


involved in using this method: 


CY) 


(2) 


(3) 
(4) 


The collection of a large number of statements considered by 
the experimenter to relate to the object in question; 

The administration of these statements to a group of subjects 
who indicate the extent to which they agree or disagree with 
each statement; 

Some means of determining a total score for each individual. 
The process of item analysis to select items for the final 
form of the scale. 


This last step, using item analysis to select items for the 


final form of the scale, is usually preformed on the basis ene tail 


followingecriteria; 


(1) 


(2) 


An item has to be reversible in terms of its direction of 
wording. In other words, an item's adequacy of performance 

in measuring the attitude domain to which it refers, should 

not be affected by whether it is worded negatively or positively 
in sentiment toward that domain. 

An item has to tap the attitude domain adequately and roughly 
equally well in different samples. In other words, an item 
should be strong in its performance across different selected 


samples of respondents. 
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(3) An item has to differentiate between high and low scores 
overall. In other words, an item should have the capacity 
of discriminating, on the basis of the score response it 
yields, between persons with high scores on the overall 
attitude scale and persons with low scores; 

(4) An item has to reflect the overall pattern of response toward 
objects in the attitude domain. In other words, an item has 
to yield responses that are systematically related to the 
overall response tendency displayed by a respondent toward 
other similar items connected with the attitude domain, taken 
as a group. 

(5) The items have to "hang-together'" to some degree as a set. 

In other words, ase only should an item reflect the overall 
pattern of response, but it should also reflect, to some 
degree, similarity of response with each of its companion 


items on the scale. 


Developing the Items 


Since a person may like a few people that are American but dis- 
like the American society as a whole, care must be taken to develop 
items ensuring that this distinction is made. In a similar manner, an 
individual may like the American people or American society as a whole, 
but dislike American government policy. Other aspects of Anti- 
Americanism may be felt toward the influence of American business in 
Canada. Still others may be expressed in beliefs concerning Canadian 
government policy regarding Americans. In order to generate items 


for the Anti-American scale by differentiating the various aspects of 
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Anti-Americanism, the following five categories were established: 

(1) American People 

(2) American Society 

(3) American Government Policy 

(4) American Business in Canada 

(5) Canadian Government Policy. 

In the "American People" category, sixteen items were prepared, 
focusing upon the interaction patterns of the American people. Conceit, 
friendliness, intelligence, honesty and kindness were some factors 
taken into consideration (See Appendix A for a complete listing). 

For the second category the focus was not upon the individual 
interaction patterns of the American people, but upon the American 
society as a whole. Items included in this category centered around 
such issues as American racial prejudice, American values, American 
corruption, American materialism and American Nationalism. Sixteen 
items in all were prepared for this category (See Appendix A for a 
complete listing). 

The third category focused upon the creation, implementation 
and enforcement of American governmental policies. Fifteen items in 
all were prepared, some of which dealt with the degree of corruption 
in the making of American government policies, the sensitivity of the 
American government toward other countries, and the strength of 
influence the American government has upon the world's economy. Other 
items focused upon the military, the space exploration program, and the 
economic welfare of Negroes, Mexicans and poor Whites (See Appendix A 


for a complete listing). 
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The fourth category focused upon the influence of American 
business on Canada, and encompassed a wide range of factors. Among 
those considered were the effects of American business on Canada's 
independence, on Canada's standard of living, on job opportunities in 
Canada, on Canadian entrepreneurship, and on Canada's natural resources. 
In total twenty four items were developed in this category (See Appendix 
A for a complete listing). 

The "Canadian Government Policy" category also contained a wide 
range of factors. However these factors considered such things as 
Canadian policy with regards to admission of American draft dodgers 
into Canada, Canadian policy with regards to American textbooks in 
Canadian schools, and Canadian policy with regards to American military 
equipment in Canada (See Appendix A for a complete listing). 

In total an "item pool" of ninety-six items was prepared in the 
form of statements about Americans. In preparing the items, a number 


11 were used. For 


of criteria, as mentioned by Edwards !° and Oppenhein, 
instance, the items were written to reflect contentiously worded 
statements of opinion. Care was taken to make the items simple, short, 
direct and uncomplicated. 

For each of the original ninety-six items prepared, another set 
of ninety-six items were developed in reverse form, using the same 
criteria as set down in developing the first set of items. For example, 
if a statement in the first set of ninety-six items prepared read: 

"Most Americans are overly concerned with status,'"' a new statement in 


reverse form was constructed to read as follows: "Most Americans are 


not overly concerned with status." Reversing the items in this manner 
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was done primarily to meet criterion one, as well as to avoid state- 
ments that were likely to be endorsed by almost everyone or by almost 
no one, and also to eliminate the counteracting effects of the "yea 
sayers,'' people who have a tendency to agree with each statement and 


the "nay sayers,'' people who have a tendency to disagree with each 


statement. 


Constructing the Questionnaire 


For all items two questionnaires were developed, one being the 
exact opposite of the other. A toss of the coin was used to determine 
which statements were assigned to which questionnaire. For instance, 
if the coin landed heads, the original statement (most Americans are 
overly concerned with status) was assigned to Questionnaire #1, but if 
the coin landed tails, the original statement was included in Question- 
naire #2. Thus each questionnaire was composed of ninety-six items. 

A table of Pando s numbers was then used to determine the order of the 
items within the questionnaire. 

Care was taken to ensure that the ordering of statements in both 
questionnaires was the same. For instance, if the statement "Most 
Americans are not overly concerned with status'' was randomly assigned 
to be the ninety-sixth item on questionnaire #2, then its statement in 
reverse form, 'Most Americans are overly concerned with status," was 
placed as item number ninety-six in questionnaire #1. A total of forty- 
seven Pro-American statements and forty-nine Anti-American statements 
constituted questionnaire #1 (see Appendix B), whereas forty-nine Pro- 
American statements and forty-seven Anti-American Statements were used 


in designing questionnaire #2 (see Appendix C). 
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In administering these statements to individuals, subjects were 
asked to indicate whether they strongly agreed, agreed, were undecided, 
disagreed, or strongly disagreed with each of the statements on the 


questionnaire. 


Data Collection 
The data which was used to select the best items for the final 


form of the scale was collected from two independent samples. 


Sample One 

This sample consisted of one hundred and one Commerce students 
enrolled at the University of Alberta. These students were in their 
third year of studies taking a compulsory industrial relations course 
in partial fulfillment of requirements for the Business Administration 


and Commerce degree. 


Sample Two 

This sample also numbered one hundred and one, but subjects were 
taken from a management development program offered by the Department 
of Extension at the University of Alberta. Classes in this program 
were held at night since the majority of people enrolled were business- 


men who were working during the day. 


Distribution of the Questionnaire 


Distribution of the questionnaire for each sample was so ordered 
as to ensure that questionnaire #1 would be distributed to the first 
individual, while questionnaire ##2 would be distributed to the next 


individual. By using this process of distribution, an equal number of 
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type one and type two questionnaires were distributed in a classroom 
setting, and no one individual received a copy of both questionnaires 
to fill out. Thus four groups in all were established, two from each 


sample (See Table 1 below). 


TABLE 1 


ESTABLISHING FOUR GROUPS FROM TWO SAMPLES 


Sample Group 
Commerce Student 
Questionnaire #1 Group I 
Questionnaire #2 Group it 


Extension Department 
Questionnaire #1 Group III 
Questionnaire #2 Group IV 


Computing Total Scores 


A total score was computed for each questionnaire by giving 
each item a value on one, two, three, four or five. The value assigned 
to a particular item was dependent upon two FAG CLOUDS ¢ 

1. The response category checked by the respondent for each 
statement. 

2. The manner in which the statement was worded, either positively 
or negatively. 

If an item was worded positively (a Pro-American statement), the 


values assigned to it were as follows: 
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Response Value 
Strongly Agree i 
Agree 2 
Uncertain 3 
Disagree é 4 
Strongly Disagree 5 


On the other hand, if an item was worded in a negative manner 


(an Anti-American statement), the values assigned to that item would be: 


Response Value 
Strongly Agree 5 
Agree 4 
Uncertain 5 
Disagree 2 
Strongly Disagree it 


By using this scoring technique in both cases, a low score 
(Response = 1) indicates Pro-Americanism, while a high score (Reponse 
= 5) indicates Anti-Americanism. When totaled, the possible range for 


either questionnaire would be from 96 to 480. 


Item Analysis 


Item analysis was a technique used to select the most dis- 
criminating items and was based upon five criteria. Only those items 
that: were reversible in terms of direction of wording; tapped the 
attitude domain in each sample adequately; differentiated between high 
and low scores overall; reflected the overall pattern of response 
toward objects in the attitude domain; and "hung-together" with the 


rest of the items, were considered to be discriminating and were 
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included in the final pool of items. If an item failed to meet any 

of these criteria, it was discarded and considered non-discriminating. 
Only those items that could discriminate were considered for inclusion 
in the Anti-American scale. The following is a detailed analysis of 


the criteria an item must meet to be included in the final scale. 


Criterion l 

This criterion was essentially achieved when the items were 
worded in both a positive and negative manner. For an item to 
satisfy this criterion, it had to perform equally well in both its 


positive and negative forms. 


Griterion, 2 

Criterion 2 was achieved in part when the two samples of 
respondents were obtained, the Commerce student sample and the Extension 
Department sample. For this criterion to be satisfied however, an 


item had to perform in strength roughly equally well in both samples. 


Criterion 3 

The first step in achieving this criterion was to identify the 
high and low scores. Since this was based upon the distribution of 
total scores obtained on a questionnaire, distribution curves were 
prepared from the total scores of each of the four groups. These 
distribution curves can be seen in Figure 1 below. 

In spite of the random distribution of questionnaires to each 


sample group, the range of total scores varied somewhat (see Table 2). 
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FIGURE 1 


TOTAL SCORE FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS 


FOR EACH OF THE FOUR GROUPS 
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TABLE 2 


RANGE OF TOTAL SCORES FOR THE FOUR GROUPS 


Groups Range Total Range 
From To 

Group I 220 361 Wee 

Group II 222 379 i57 

Group III 205 399 194 

Group IV 241 340 oS) 


As can be seen from the above table, the groups within the 
Commerce Student sample (Groups I and II) had a total range difference 
of sixteen points indicating that they responded to the two question- 
naires in much the same way. The groups within the Extension Department 
sample (Groups III and IV) however, had a total range difference of 
ninety-four points, indicating differing reactions to the two sets of 
items. In both samples the distribution of total scores clustered 
around the middle. No one was at the extreme end of the scale which 
indicates that both samples are essentially composed of people who are 


moderate in their feelings towards the Americans. 


Discriminating Between Pro- and Anti-American Individuals 

In selecting high and low scores for each of the groups, four 
quartiles were established. Since the items were scored in such a 
manner that a low score on both type I and type II questionnaire indicated 
Pro-American feelings, the first quartile represented a sample of 
individuals who were Pro-American (see Table 3). Conversely, a high 


score on both types of questionnaire indicated Anti-American feelings. 
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Thus people with total scores in the fourth quartile represented a 
sample of individuals who were Anti-American (see Table 3). However, 
it should be pointed out that in these samples both Pro- and Anti- 
American individuals are relatively moderate in their feelings toward 
Americans since their total scores cluster around the center of the 
scale. Total scores falling within the second and third quartile were 


people who expressed intermediate positions between these two polar 


groups. 
TABLE 3 
TOTAL SCORE CUT-OFF POINTS FOR PEOPLE WITH 
PRO- AND ANTI-AMERICAN ATTITUDES 
Number Totaly seore 

Group Type in Group UGut-O0ff Point 
Group I Pro-American q2 220-284 
Group II Pro-American 12 221-289 
Group III Pro-American 12 200-262 
Group IV Pro-American 12 241-265 
Group I Anti-American 14 320-261 
Grouper. Anti-American 12 322-361 
Group III Anti-American 12 316-381 
Group LV Anti-American 12 316-340 


For each item, the mean score on that item in each of the two 
categories, Pro-American and Anti-American, was computed for each sample 
along with the respective standard deviations. These means were then 


tested using the Student-t test to determine whether the two groups 
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differed significantly from each other in response to the item. For 
an item to meet criterion 3, it had to have a significance level on 


the Student-t test of as little as .05 level or less on both samples. 


Criterion 4 

Criterion 4 was detérmined by calculating the Pearson correlation 
coefficient between the item score and the total score. By computing 
such a correlation coefficient, one can tell how well an item correlates 
with all the other responses. For an item to pass this criteria and 
be selected for the final scale it had to have a Pearson correlation 
coefficient significance at the .01 level or less for both groups in 


each of the two independent samples. 


Selecting the Items 
Once information was available on which items to select, a 
decision had to be made as to what form these items would take, positive 
or negative. Operating within criteria 1 and 2 and working with criteria 
3 and 4, the following two rules were established: 
(1) Select the item with the highest level of significance on 
the Student-t test. 
(2) Select the item with the highest Pearson correlation coefficient. 
Based upon the above mentioned criteria and the two rules for 
determining the form, items were selected for inclusion in the Anti- 
American scale. For example, item 8 was an item that performed equally 
well in both its positive and negative forms and in both the Commerce 
Student and Extension Department student samples, thus satisfying 


criterion 1. It also performed roughly equally well in strength in 


10% .meak sd3 ot senoqesa mt terto 989 mox2 ulamecki tage bsxsthrb 
no bsyol soasscitiogiz2 s saver of bad SE fino Eset joom oF meat ms 
.esiqmee daod no gest to fsvel ¢O, a Bere to dest 1-Insbuse off 
* solsssia9 

noisslertos noeresT ‘9d3 gnidaluoiso yd bentmraieb esw * nolisiis9 : 
griiuqmo> yd . 97008 {sjoi 943 bns S109" mast. ons msaw) 5d sind ob eBeos 
seieisxi1o> ma3i os tise wo Ifod nso sno, tnstoitisos noltsiaisizxo05 & dn 
bas siistix> eistd aesgq of madi as TOY .e5enoqest ted3o0 sis [fs ‘asiw 
ncoitsistro> noervast s sved of bed 3t elese [enki oft rok botosise ad 


equota diod rot ezsf +o Isvsl [0..sht da sansotiingtie jasiaktisos 


.2eigqmse Jnabaoqeboi ows on] to doses 


emsiI sd 20idoeis® 
& ,joalse oF emii doitw no sidslisvs eaw nolismicini sand 
svitteoq ,ste3 bipow emotl seed} miet Jedw o3 es sban-ad o2\ bed noteiosb’ 
siisitas ddiw anidtow bos S$ bas I siistias nits fw gautisieqO § .svisgeagen 16° 
:bodatidsies staw asia owt gatwoliot sis 3 sner€ 
no sonsdilinghe io [evel seadgid add doiw mest sit soeise {EL . 
385) Jednobuse2 edd 9 ok 


Inskotitsos notisisatics noasRot Jasdgid bd Ad tw pea: ods s90i52 (8) 


162 golux owl 452 bie skxoditxr bs 


- A 
Ad * 
+ 


: ioe nity 
PT Bader De we 
ain tall 





Zh 


both of the samples, satisfying criterion 2. The significance level 
on the Student-t test was .01 in the Commerce student sample and .002 
in the Extension Department sample, both being below the .05 level 

and thereby satisfying criterion 3. Moreover, the item had Pearson 
correlation coefficients of 0.519 for the Commerce student sample and 
0.545 for the Extension Defer cee student sample, both being 
significant at the .001 level and thus satisfying criterion 4. There- 
fore item 8 was an item that was selected for inclusion in the final 
form of the Anti-American scale. 

When determining which form item 8 would take, the deciding 
factor was the significance level on the Student t-test since the item 
had a significant Pearson correlation coefficient for each of the two 
samples in both its positive and negative forms. The significance 
level of the student t-test was greater when the item appeared in its 
negative form (see Table 4), therefore the item was negatively worded. 
A similar procedure was preformed on all the rest of the items (see 
Table 4 and Appendix 4). By using this procedure, only twelve items 
out of the original ninety-six were selected for inclusion on the final 


form of the scale. These items were: 


Item 
Number Item Content 
8 Generally speaking, American society is more corrupt than 
other societies. 
10 Most Americans have no respect for authority. 
13 Generally speaking, Americans are too concerned with 


“keeping up with the Jones." 
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Item 
Number Item Content 

24 In the making of American government policy, there is 
more corruption than in other societies. 

i) American firms do not control a large part of the 
Canadian economy. 

25 In their relations with people from other countries, 
Americans are generally very inconsiderate. 

45 If restricting American investment in Canada lowers our 
standard of living, we should not pay this price to keep 
Canada independent. 

46 Generally speaking, Americans are more conceited than 
people from other countries. 

47 American control of Canadian industry does not constrain 
the Canadian government in developing monetary and fiscal 
policies which are in the best interests of Canada. 

a2 We should restrict the number of American textbooks in 
Canadian schools. 

a Allowing American programs on Canadian television does 
not hinder the development of Canadian values. 

96 Americans are not overly concerned with status. 


For this last criterion to be achieved all of the twelve items 


selected had to "hang together'’ to some degree as a set. 


The first step 


in determining this was to calculate the minimum inter-item correlation 


that would be acceptable at the .05 level given the number of cases (N) 
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used in the above precursory item analysis. This figure, calculatec 


to be 0.195 was obtained by the use of the following general formula. > 


Bie Na2 3 Pred w (N-2) 


i - 5 
Since the number of cases (N) is known to be 101 and F can be 
determined for a .05 level of significance by looking at standard 
statistical tables!3 for the distribution of F, the value of 'r' was 


calculated as follows: 


2 
iS 
Byes 99iuets 1; - r2 (101-2) 
3.95 = 2 
iene (99) 
Dian iuaiatet, 
102.95 (99) 
r2 = 3.95 
102.95 
r> = 0.195 


The average inter-item correlation for the twelve items chosen 
were all above this significant inter-item correlation (r) acceptable 
at the .05 level for at least one or more of the Groups (see Table 5) 
For example, item 8 had an average inter-item correlation score in the 
Commerce student sample of 0.274 for Group I and 0.254 for Group II, 
both being above the minimum acceptable "s' value of 0.195. However, 
in the Extension Department sample this was not the case. The average 
inter-item correlation was 0.309 for Group III and only 0.179 for Group 
Iv. Nevertheless the item was chosen since the average inter-item 
correlation was greater than 0.195 for Groups I, II and III which was 


considered adequate in order to reflect the overall pattern of response 
























as a 7A 


ssteluol so wee alnaT a sl ma3t coenionie svods 94 ni eee 


i 
si -6lumro} isrensg aniwolfot sdi io 9@u od Rik boniside. 2eaw ee] 0.9 03 - 


j 
: ry 
os 


Z ¢ : | = ; tp 
C-f = § re 
aoe ae oe: a 
ad nso 7 bas {01 ed 07 mwonl 2k (VM) 2926s Yo tesdmun sd Sonte _ on] 


bssbasje 36 githlool yd sonsotiingi2 to Isvol <0. s 102 bootmitedeb A 
aaw ‘x' to obtsv odd 9 to motsuditseib ad3 104 el oi duy Ssoisabisse- 
:ewolfo3 as botelushes 


S 
me: 
(S+L0I) Sy fT 





: Se = aRLE : 
(22) oS - I 
Rig ett a, 2 | Seal 
(ee) 20, og! 
CO.& = £5 ; ; a : 
20. SOL fe td eae 
2050 = Ay a 


mesons emsti svisws sf x07 notisisr1o. wh casas: sk dala oat 
sidesqeoos (1) molislerton moti-1s3nt angatiiagi2 eins Svoda", iis orm 
ae olde? 982) 2quord 99 10 ‘e10m yo sno dene) in sot Teaver aor ot ta 
ef nt srose mottalox1es mos t=r9d at Realy né bed 8 wert pay il | 
. oe dec ee 
ined ae ner & ‘sha { 





25 





8S2°0 ay @) 
G6T'O 9T€°O 
6€7°0 Clg.0 
7L72°O Ose*O 
7b yo 89¢°0 
877 °0 OcE°O 
£050 Gce 0 
607 °0 £0¢°0 
G6z°0 897°0 
681°0 67 °0 
L£9¢°0 17G,0 
62 a) 60€ °0 
Ai dmoz) =——saT ~dnoap 
aTdueg juewjiedeq UoTsue xy 





€Sz°0 
L1Z°0 
c0z"0 
Lea 
POG.G 
e710 
TET 0 
1910 
ESTA NG 
972° 0 
702 "0 
7S7°0 
Tr doi 





aTduesg JUepNzs soroUM0H 


9€7°0 
ClegO 
GTc'0 
9La-0 
tLe 0 
VATE ©) 
667°0 
L6 eO 
vi ae) 
77e°0 
GSsT’O 
7LZ°0 
T dnoi9 


SdNO¥9 WNOA AHL YOA SNOLLVITNMOO WHLI-YaLNI aOVaAAV 


G HIEIVL 








oe 


oot 


: iene 
aie 


aoe, o rt 


Negeg /E, 
-TeL.O 

"ees..0 
3¥S.0 
EtS.0 
ars.o 
218.0 
LEO 


d€S,0 


26 


and the similarity of response with each of its companion items on 
the scale. Similar results were also achieved for the rest of the 


selected items. 


SUMMARY 

In constructing an Anti-American scale, a Likert-type scaling 
method was used. Five categories were established for purposes of 
generating items for the scale: (1) American people; (2) American 
society; (3) American Government policy; (4) American business in 
Canada; and (5) Canadian Policy. An item pool of ninety-six items 
was established and for each of these items, another set of ninety-six 
items was developed in reverse form. In both cases the items were 
prepared following the criteria set down by Edwards and Oppenheim. 

Two questionnaires were developed, one being the exact opposite 
of the other. The order of the items within the questionnaire was 
random and care was taken to ensure that the ordering of both question- 
naires was the same. Students from the Faculty of Commerce and the 
Extension Department at the University of Alberta served as two 
independent sample groups. 

Item analyses was used to reflect the most discriminating items 
based on: the reversibility of an item in terms of its direction of 
wording, the adequacy of an item to tap the attitude domain in each 
sample, the degree to which an item differentiated between high and low 
scores overall, the degree to which an item reflected the overall pattern 
of responses toward the objects in the attitude domain, and the degree 
to which the items "hang-together" to some degree as a set. For an 


item to be selected on the final form of the scale, it had to meet 
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all of the above five criteria. The results of the item analyses on 


the item pool produced a twelve-item Anti-American scale. 


B. ANALYSING THE SCALE 

In using the Likert-type scoring method the property of uni- 
dimensionality has been forced upon the scale by the choice of items 
and by the analytical method used. It is certainly true that in many 
attitude areas (religion, for example) different individuals may be 
favorable (or unfavorable) in different ways, on different levels, or 
for different fees Since Anti-Americanism appears to be a 
complex concept there exists the possibility that the newly-developed 
Anti-American scale may be multi-dimensional. The following is an 


attempt to determine if this is indeed the case. 


CONSTRUCTION AND ADMINISTRATION OF A THIRD QUESTIONNAIRE 
As part of another study the twelve-item Anti-American scale was 
included in the construction of a third questionnaire (see Appendix D) 


and was randomly distributed with items on an Anti-French scale, !? a 


Vy, 


igh : ; 16 , P : ‘ 
political alienation scale, a nationalism scale and an authoritarian 


scale. 18 

Students from ten night classes from the Extension Department at 
the University of Alberta served as the sample. These classes were 
concerned with a wide range of rields of study: psychology, geology, 
economics and marketing. In total the sample numbered two-hundred and 
seventy-seven individuals. 


All items on the questionnaire required a response in the form 


of a five-item Likert scale. Possible responses to each item ranged 
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from strongly agree to strongly disagree. Items on questionnaire III 
were scored in much the same manner as those on questionnaires I and 


Ie ts 


FACTOR ANALYSIS 

Factor analysis was performed on all twelve items in the Anti- 
American scale using the data obtained from the third questionnaire. 
The major reasons for doing this was two-fold: 

(1) To determine if the Anti-American was multi-dimensional, 
and if it was 
(2) To determine what these dimensions were. 

Since factor analysis is basically a technique for analysing 
the inter-relationships among the various indices, !9 a matrix of inter- 
correlations was obtained among the items to indicate the correlation 
of each item with every other item (see Table 6). This constituted 
the basic data used in the factor analysis. In extracting factors 
from the correlation matrix a process referred to as matrix inversion 


was pemivemad. 2 


Factors were then computed or extracted in the order 
of their ability to explain the variation in the items used. These 
factors were then rotated in order to obtain a new set of factors which 
were more easily identified (see Table 7). 

As can be seen from Table 7, the first of these rotated factors 
is highly related to the first, second, fifth, seventh, ninth, and 
twelfth items but unrelated to the rest. The second factor is related 
to the sixth, eighth, tenth, and eleventh items, while the third factor 


is related strongly to the fourth, jointly to items eight, nine, ten 


and twelve and very weakly to the others. 
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TABLE 7 


ROTATED MATRIX FOR THE TWELVE 


ITEMS ON THE ANTI-AMERICAN SCALE 
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ec eee EEE EEE ESSE RSIS 


Measures 


Corruption in American 
Society (-) 


Authority (-) 


"Keeping up with the 
Jones" (-) 


Status Conscious 


Corruption in American 
Gov't Policy Making (-) 


Restriction of American 
Textbooks (-) 


Inconsideration (-) 
American Economic Control 
Conceit (-) 


Restricting American 
Investment 


Monetary & Fiscal 
Policies 


Canadian Values 


Il 


= American Economic Threat 


= American Materialistic Competitiveness. 


American Societal Values 


Factors 
IL 


LL 


ve : ; : ve 
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the actual means and standard deviations would be substituted for X 


and SD; ° 
TABLE 8 


REGRESSION WEIGHTS FOR THE STANDARDIZED VARIABLES 


(ITEMS) ON THE ANTI-AMERICAN SCALE FOR THE THREE DIMENSIONS 


REGRESSION WEIGHTS 


Dimension I Dimension II Dimension III 
Standardized American American American 
Variables Societal Economic Materialistic 
Items Values Threat Competitiveness 
Item 17 O2271 0.023 -0.161 
Item 20 0.287 -0.018 =0.173 
Item 22 0.116 -0.119 06343 
Item 25 -0.083 -0.143 02613 
Item 29 08282 0.013 -0.121 
Item 32 0.097 0.304 -0.090 
Item 35 0.242 -0.052 0.067 
Item 37 -0.139 00237 0.306 
Item 40 OR2Z3i -0.120 Onl45 
Item 42 -O.151 0.297 O29) 
Item 45 -0.014 0.405 -0.126 
Item 48 -0.035 0.460 -0.136 


For example, sub-scale 1 would be calculated in the following 


general manner: 
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In examining the nature of the first three indices, as con- 
trasted with the others, it was argued that, since each of these items 
more or less directly involved American societal values, the first 
factor was identified as such. The items for the second factor seemed 
to have in common a similar focus upon American economic threat, and 
therefore factor II was Ponce pene wi zed as "American Economic Threat." 
The final index apparently was related to the other two factors to a 
moderate degree; however, a common theme seemed to focus upon 
materialistic competitiveness of the American society and was tabled 


as "American Materialistic Competitiveness". 


THE MULTI-DIMENSIONALITY OF THE ANTI-AMERICAN SCALE 
In order to eliminate the variance that was not common and 

shared across the items, the factor loadings of the items were used as 
weights in computing a score on each of the dimensions. The total 
score that was obtained for each dimension constituted a sub-scale. 
This was obtained by means of the following general eormuta, = 

Sub Scale = | A(VAROOL - x,)/SD," + 

- B(VAROO2 - X,)/SD._ + 


C(VAROO3 - %3)/SD,. + . 


“Z(VAROON - %,)/SD, ' 


In this formula, the letters A to Z would be substituted for the 
regression wei ones of the standardized variables (see Table 8). In this 
particular case, the standardized variables would simply be the twelve 
items on the newly developed Anti-American scale before they were 
rotated in the factor analysis. As well, the standardized variables 


would be substituted for VAROO1 to VAROON and the actual means and 
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Sub Scale 1 = (0.271 (Item 17 - X,)/SD,) + 
(0.287 (Item 20 - X,)/SD5) cs 
(0.116 (Item 22 - X3)/SD,) ine 


-(-0,035 (Item 48 - X1)/SD,5)- 


Using this scoring technique, each sub-scale measured one 
particular aspect of the composite, Anti-American attitudes. Since 
there were three dimensions established by the factor analysis, three 
sub-scales were obtained. For conceptualization purposes, the final 
sub-scale was labeled "Anti-American Societal Values,'' the second sub- 
scale "Anti-American Economic Threat" and the third "Anti-American 
Materialistic Competitiveness."’ Since an individual could score either 
positively or negatively on each of the various sub-scales, a composite 
scale was constructed to measure the individual's overall attitude with 
regards to Anti-Americanism. This was achieved by taking the product 
of the three sub-scales added together and was simply labeled 'Anti- 
Americanism." 

In order to determine the strength and direction of the various 
sub-scales, a Pearson correlation coefficient was computed for each of 
the three sub-scales and the composite scale. The results of this are 
presented in Table 9 below. 

As can be seen from Table 9, the three sub-scales are basically 
independent of one another, except for sub-scale III which is weakly 
associated with sub-scale II. This was expected since the factors were 
orthogonally rotated in the factor analysis. The table shows sub-scale 
III negatively correlated with sub-scale I and sub-scale II. This may 


be due to the non-normality in the sub-scale score distribution. 
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TABLE 9 


CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS FOR THE 


THREE SUB-SCALES AND THE COMPOSITE SCALE 


Sub Scale 1 Sub Scale II Sub Scale III 
Anti-American Anti-American Anti-American 
societal values Economic Threat Materialistic 


Competitiveness 





C one ite Kiet teikdk wd 
Anti-Americanism 0.495 0.492 OrzZ4. 


lente 


Sub Scale I 

Anti-American 

societal values 0.019 -0.072 
Sub Scale II 


Anti-American . 
economic threat -0.106— 


Significance levels: *** p .001; ** p .01, p_ .05. 


A strong correlation existed between the composite scale and 
the three sub-scales (see Table 9). This was expected since the com- 
posite scale was obtained by adding the three sub-scales together. 
Regarding the correlation between the composite scale and the three 
sub-scales, sub-scale I was the dominant scale (r = 0.495), followed by 
sub-scale II (r = 0.492) and lastly by sub-scale III, with the major 
part of the variance being accounted for by sub-scale I and sub-scale 


La. 


SUMMARY 
In an attempt to determine if the newly-developed Anti-American 
scale was multi-dimensional, a third questionnaire was used. The 


sample was another independent group associated with the Extension 
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Department at the University of Alberta. The results of a factor 
analysis of the twelve item Anti-American scale showed that the scale 
did in fact possess three dimensions, which were then conceptualized 
into American Societal Values, American Economic Threat and American 
Materialistic Competitiveness. 

In order to eliminate variance that was not common and shared 
across items, factor loadings were used as weights in computing a 
score on each of the three dimensions. The total score that was 
obtained for each dimension constituted a sub-scale, which was then 
used to measure Anti-Americanism. For conceptualization purposes, 
sub-scale I was labeled "Anti-American Societal Values," sub-scale II 
"Anti-American Economic Threat" and sub-scale III "Anti-American 
Materialistic Competitiveness." 

A composite scale was developed simply by taking the product 
of the three sub-scales added together and was labeled "Anti-Americanism." 
The results of the Pearson correlation coefficient scores showed that 
the three sub-scales were basically independent of one another. However, 
when the composite scale was considered the three sub-scales were 
strongly interrelated with one another, with the majority of the variance 


being accounted for by sub-scale I and sub-scale II. 


SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

The objective of this study was to construct an Anti-American 
scale in order to empirically measure Anti-American sentiments held by 
Canadians. On the basis of a standard Likert-type scale construction 
technique, the following twelve item Anti-American scale was 


developed: 
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The Anti-American Scale 


Generally speaking American Society is corrupt. 


Most Americans have no respect for authority. 


Generally speaking Americans are too concerned with "keeping 
up with the Jones ."" 

In the making of American Government Policy, there is more 
corruption than in other countries. 

American firms do not control a large part of the Canadian 
economy. 

In their relations with people from other countries, Americans 
are generally very inconsiderate. 

If restricting American investment in Canada lowers our standard 
of living, we should not pay this price to keep Canada 
independent. 

Generally speaking, Americans are more conceited than people 
from other countries. 

American control of Canadian industry does not constrain the 
Canadian government in developing monetary and @iiscal™ policies 
which are in the best interest of Canada. 

We should restrict the number of American textbooks in Canadian 
schools. 

Allowing American programs on Canadian television does not 
hinder the development of Canadian values. 

Americans are not overly concerned with status. 


A third questionnaire was used and administered to an independent 


with the newly developed twelve-item Anti-American scale randomly 
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distributed in a battery of other scales. An analysis was performed 
on the Anti-American scale to determine if it was multi-dimensional. 
The results of this analysis showed that the scale was multi- 
dimensional. Three sub-scales and a composite scale were then con- 
structed to measure this multi-dimensionality. 

In conclusion, this study developed a twelve-item Anti-American 
scale which may be used in a unidimensional or a multi-dimensional 
manner, depending upon how the scale is scored. Both forms are 
acceptable and may be used, except that when emphasis is placed upon 
the uni-dimensional scoring technique it may lead some investigators 
to overlook two points: (1) the uni-dimensional scale may not be the 
most valid instrument for measuring attitudes toward a complex object 
or for predicting action toward the object; and (2) the attitude of one 
group of individuals toward a given object may have a uni-dimensional 
structure, whereas the same object may be the referent for a number of 
different attitudes in another group, that is, their attitudes may 
have a multi-dimensional structure. However, if an investigator insists 
upon using the uni-dimensional scoring technique, he may eliminate the 
possibility of studying persons whose attitudes are not patterned uni- 
dimensionally, therefore the use of the multi-dimensional scoring 
technique may be preferable. 

When using the multi-dimensional scoring technique the question 
arises as to which scale one should use, the composite scale or one or 
more of the sub-scales. It is suggested that the composite scale be 
used since an individual's attitude may be Anti-American in a positive 


manner on one sub-scale and Anti-American in a negative manner on the 
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other two sub-scales. Since the composite scale is the sum total of 
the three sub-scales, the score obtained on this scale would adjust 
for this positive and negative effect, giving a total score which 
would reflect the degree of the individual's overall Anti-American 
attitude. If just one of the sub-scales were used, the score obtained 
may not accurately portray the individual's overall Anti-American 
aturtudessput cnly a part of it. 

Although there are many common problems to all attitude 
measurement, such as accuracy of measurement, social desirability or 
measurement relating to an emotional and complex issue which is 
difficult to measure, there exists in the newly-developed Anti-American 
scale certain limitations which might be considered unique. 

The first of these is the fact that the item analysis is based 
upon a very small and perhaps non-representative group. A larger 
number of individuals in each of the two samples would have been 
desirable since it would have given a greater representative sample of 
opinion. Moreover, the particular samples chosen were composed of 
individuals who were all characterized by upward mobility and a high 
degree of education. A more random sample would have increased the 
probability of a greater diversification of opinion. This study can 
only be considered a first attempt in item analyis since further studies 
should be conducted in this area. 

The second limitation is one of validity. At present we have no 
way of checking the validity of the scale, since the scale was not 
administered to any outside group that had known tendencies toward 


either attitudes that are Pro- or Anti-American. However, this 
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particular way of checking the validity of the scale might be used if 
further research is conducted in this area. 

Despite these limitations, however, it is believed that this 
newly-developed scale was an important and worthwhile project, and it 
is hoped that the scale will prove to be a valuable research tool 
for those who are interested in studying Canadian-American relation- 


ships. 


RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER STUDY 

Further research might be directed toward the selection of 
larger Pro- and Anti-American groups. One could then use them to 
select statements from the original ninety-six item pool in order to 
determine if the statements they select are the same as those selected 
for the final form of the Anti-American scale developed in this study. 

Another set of samples might be obtained by randomly selecting 
individuals in a much more representative manner. Possible groups 
might include farmers, blue collar workers, professionals, and represen- 
tatives of all social classes, in such minority groups as Negroes, 
Indians and French-Canadians. By doing this, it is hoped that a much 
more diversified and representative sample of opinion could be obtained. 

Further studies should investigate the validity of this scale. 
One manner by which this investigation could be achieved is to administer 
the scale to a selected group of individuals who have a known tendency 
of being either Pro- or Anti-American. If the group has a known 
tendency to be Anti-American and if the individuals within the group 
score high on the scale, then one could infer that the scale has 


validity. One possible group may be the Committee for an Independent 
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Canada, which has as one of its major objectives a clause, seemingly 
directed against the United States, that is, to enlist Canadians from 
-all walks of life to pressure governments at all levels in order to 
ensure Canada's survival as an independent nation. 

Other studies might investigate possible causes of Anti- 
Americanism. These variables might consider general political 
orientations, such as political alienation or Canadian nationalism; 
general personality traits, such as authoritarianism; or possibly 
general Canadian attitudes toward various minority groups such as the 
French-Canadians. Further analyses might be made on the effects on 
the Anti-American scale of general background variables such as age, 
sex, ethnic origin or religion; general social and political variables 
such as provincial and federal party preferences, the type of 
organizations an individual is employed by or some general behavioral 
variables such as signing petitions sponsored by such organizations as 
the Committee for an Independent Canada. 

If studies of this nature were ever to be conducted, it would be 
imperative that the investigator have an empirical means to measure 
Anti-Americanism. It is felt that the scale developed in this study 


could provide such a tool. 
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APPENDIX A 


FACTOR LISTING FOR THE ITEM 


GENERATING CATEGORIES 


A XTOWSTTA 





MOTI SHYT #OY OMITaTd FOTO 
DSIRODSRAD OMTTARIMED 


Factors Considered When Dealing With the American People's Category 


ine 


16. 


The conceit of the American people. 

The degree to which the Americans are proud. 

The American way of life. 

The generosity of the eerie people. 

The friendliness of the American people. 

The offensiveness of the American people. 

The innovativeness of the American people. 

The intelligence of the American people. 

The loudness of the American people. 

Honesty of the American people. 

Trustworthiness of the American people. 

The concern the American people have over status. 
How hard American people work. 

The degree to which the American people brag. 

The degree of concern the American people have for sex. 


American relationships with people of other countries. 
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Factors Considered When Dealing With the Canadian Policy Category 


re 
° 


Development of Canadian values. 

American programs on Canadian television. 

Military equipment. 

Canadian immigration policy. 

Canadian foreign policy. 

Development of a more independent Canadian economic policy. 
Growth of American-controlled subsidiaries in Canada. 
Export of natural resources. 

Export of natural gas. 

Canada's sovereignty in the Arctic. 

American military use of Canadian bases. 

Canada's acceptance of American draft-dodgers. 
Independence for Canada. 

Limiting American professors in Canadian universities. 
The use of American textbooks in Canadian schools. 
Restraints on American-controlled subsidiaries in Canada. 
Circulation of American magazines. 

Canadian policy concerning vital information. 

Canada's ties with Russia. 

American tourism in Canada. 

American control of the National Hockey League. 

American hunting in Canada. 

The restriction of American textbooks in Canadian schools. 


Hiring American professors. 
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Factors Considered When Dealing With The American Business Category 


Job opportunities. 

Standard of living. 

Canadian local unions. 

Growth of American firms in Canada. 

Transferring Canadian profits out of Canada. 
American control of the Canadian economy. 

Canada's best interest. 

Restricting American investment. 

Independence for Canada. 

Selling American stock to Canadians. 

Top managerial training and experience for Canadian managers. 
Processing of raw materials in Canada. 

Competition in the export market. 

Access to American research and development. 
Dependence upon large American Corporations. 
American technology. 

American cultural values and business behavior. 
Development of Canadian monetary and fiscal policies. 
Enhancement of Cartadian managers' careers. 
American investment in Canada's natural resources. 
American investment in Canadian industry. 

Export using Canadian finances. 

Location of decision-making powers. 


Access to financial statements. 
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Factors Considered When Dealing With the American Society Category 


Ee 


vis 


sie} 


IG; 


United States as a lawless society. 

American disrespect for authority. 

American respect for the law. 

The corruption of American society. 

American nationalism. 

The American way of life. 

The degree to which the Americans are progressive. 
American aggressiveness in pursuing wealth. 

The degree of prejudice Americans have toward minority ethnic groups. 
The concern of the Americans to "keep up with the Jones." 
The degree of religiousness of the American people. 

The degree of American racial prejudice. 

The status of American women. 

The pace of life the Americans lead. 

American societal values. 


American risk-taking. 
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Factors Considered When Dealing With the American Government Policy 


10. 


Ll. 


LZ, 


13; 


14. 


eye 


Category 


Influence of the American military establishment. 

World peace and the American industrial-military complex. 

American imperialistic policies. 

Influence of the American government. 

American policy in general. 

American involvement in Vietnam. 

Sensitivity of the American government. 

American economic policy and the world's economy. 

Space exploration. 

American policy ensuring United States remains a very powerful 
country. 

Corruption in American government policy-making. 

American government and the threat of communism. 

Secret agencies. 

Economic welfare of the Negroes, Mexicans and poor Whites. 


Economic and foreign policy-making. 
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APPENDIX B 


QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 1 





& XIqHaq9A 


! .0M SATAMMOTTe SID 


UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 


FACULTY OF BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION AND COMMERCE 


CRUSE Se ae GON SNe AS eR Er NO. 1 


INSTRUCTIONS 


Be 


Would you please answer the following questions dealing with 


Americans. In each case, we want to know whether or not you agree or dis-~- 


agree with the view expressed. Beside each statement you will find five alter~ 


native reactions: 


Strongly Agree Agree Uncertain Disagree 


Strongly Disagree 


Check off whichever alternative gives the most correct picture of your own view. 


Please do not leave out any statements even when you find it difficult to make 


up your mind. Your views will remain anonymous; you are asked NOT to sign 


your name. Thank you for your co-operation, 


ek REK KKK KERR EKER KKK RK KEK 


STRONGLY 
AGREE_ AGREE 


1. Canadians should have just as 
much access to the financial state- 
ments of American subsidiaries as they 
do to similar Canadian firms 


2. The American military establish- 
ment has too much influence in making 
American public policy. ie 

3. The Canadian Government should 
have a policy that does not give 
Americans control of the National 
Hockey league. 


4. Restricting American invest-~- 
ment in Cunada would not result in a 
lewer standard of living. 


ncn tee ee 


UNCERTAIN 


STRONGLY 
DISAGREE DISAGREE 


ee ren er eee 0 SPREE e ee 
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Lae 


STRONGLY 
AGREE 


5. Generally speaking Americans 
have not given their women more 
equality than women of other 
countries. 


6. The American government is 
not imperialistic when dealing with 
the under-developed nations of the 
world, 





7. American firms in Canada should be 
allowed to grow, even if it means that 
they will be larger than Canadian 
firms. 





8. Generally speaking American society 
is nO more corrupt than other 
societies. 





9. Americans are generally no more 
proud of themselves than people from 
other countries, 

10. Most Americans have a lot of re- 
spect for authority. 

11. Accepting American draft-dodgers 
shows the United States that Canada 
is an independent country, 





12. The American government is overly 
concerned about the threat of 
Coiwnunism. 








13. Canada should export natural gas 

to the United States without any 
restrictions, 

14, Canada should not pursue an economic 


policy in which the growth of American 
subsidiaries is curtailed. 





15. American subsidiaries access to 
the parent company's research is of 
no particular benefit to Canada. 
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eek Heat 5 


STRONGLY STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE UNCERTAIN DISAGREE DISAGREE 


ee ee ee ee ee 


16. Generally speaking Americans are 
generous. : 


17. Most Americans are not loud in 
their ways. 


18. Generally speaking the values of 
American society are not as good as 
those from other countries, 

19, Canadian schools should not use 
American textbooks. 

20. The American government expenditure 
on space exploration is not a waste of 
resources. 


21. American subsidiaries have very 
little freedon from the American parent 
in making major decisions such as 

capital investment or the introduction of 
new products. 


22. The American government should not 
allocate more resources to increase the 
economic welfare of Negroes, Mexicans 
and poor Whites. 

23. Generally speaking Americans are 
too concerned with “keeping up with 
the Jones's", 


24. In the making of American govern- 
ment policy there is no more corruption 
than in other countries. 





25. Generally speaking Americans are 
innovative. 


26. The American government has very 
little influence onthe world's 
economy. 
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27. %In making both economic and 
forcign policy, Americans are not 
sensitive to the impact these policies 

have on Canada. rs 
28. One advantage of having so many 
American owned companies is that 
Canadian managers can get top mana- 
gerial training and experience. 


29. American busincss brings into 
Canada cultural values and methods of 
business behavior which are contrary 
to the Canadian style of life. 


30. Canadian local unions would be 
better off if they were more inde-~ 
pendent of American based inter~ 
national unions. 





31. Generally speaking Americans are not 
that willing to "risk taking" than 
people of other countries. 


32. Canaia should have a policy 
insuring that vital information such 

as Canadian economic data is not stored 
in computers situated in the United 
States. 





33. Americans are not overly aggressive 
in pursuing wealth. 





34. Americans are generally more 
prejudiced towards ethnic minority 
groups than Canadians. 


35. American firms control a large 
part of the Canadian economy. 


3G. Americans are generally hard 
workers. 


37. In their relations with people 
from other countries, Americans are 
generally very inconsiderate, 
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most powerful country in the world. 


39, The Canadian government should 
not force American firms in Canada 
to sell their stock to Canadians. 


40. Many Americans are generally 
offensive when dealing with other 
people. 


41. Generally speaking Americans 
brag no more than people from other 
countries. 


42. Americans are generally 
untrustworthy. 


43. Canada should implement an 
policy that is more independent 
United States. 

44. We should limit the number of 
American professors in Canadian 
universities. 


45. Even if restricting American 
investment in Canada lowers our 
standard of living, we should pay 
the price in order to keep Canada 
independent. 


46. Generally speaking Americans 
are no more conceited than people 
from other countries. 


47. American control of Canadian 
industry does not constrain the 
Canadian government in developing 
monetary and fiscal policics which 
are in the best interest of Canada. 


48, 


than people from other countries. 


49. 


The United States should be the 


Americans are more nationalistic 


Recent American economic policy 
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is concerred with benefiting the United 
States to the detriment of the world's 


economy. 
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STRONGLY STRONGLY 
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50. American investment in Canada's 
Natural resources is in the best in- 
terest of Canada. 


51. Canadian immigration policy re- 
garding Americans should be stricter 
than her policy regarding immigrants 
from other countries. 


52. We should not restrict the 
number of American textbooks in 
Canadian schools. 


53. Allowing American programs on 
Canadian television hinders the 
development of Canadian values, 


54. We should not allow American 
programs on Canadian television, 


55. Canada should initiate closer 
ties with the Russians even if the 
American government disapproves. 


56. American investment in Canada 
increases job opportunities for 
Canadians. 





57. Canada should assert her sovereignty 
in the Artic even if the United States 
objects. 


58. Generally speaking American sub- 
sidiaries in Canada leave enough of 
their profits in) Canada. 


59. Canada should accept American 
draft -dodgers. 


60. Canada should not pursue an 
economic policy in which American 
subsidiaries are closely watched 
and controlled by a government 
agency. 


61. American investment in Canada 
increases our standard of living. 
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62. Generally speaking Americans 
lead a very fast pace of life. 


63. Canada should sell military 
equipment to the United States. 


64. Most Americans have no respect 
for the law. 


65. Canadian manegers should not 
have to move to the United States 
for experience in order to enhance 
their careers in American sub- 
sidiaries in Canada. 


66. American subsidiaries in Canada 
do not compete in the export market 
as vigorously as Canadian firms. 


$7. Generally speaking Americans 
are not more intelligent than people 
from other countries. 


68. The industrial military complex 
of the United States is working towards 
world peace. 





69. Canada should not restrict the 
circulation of American magazines such 
as Time and Newsweek. 





70. The American government is sen- 
sitive to other countries viewpoints 
when it makes decisions. 


71. American investment of Canadian 
industry is in the best interest of 
Canada, 


72. Americans are generally horest. 


73. Americans are not overly con- 
cerned with sex. 


74, Americans are generally very 
progressive, 
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Canada. 


76. 


More job opportunitics are 


Canadians when American 


wv materialsin 


Compared to Canadians, Americans 


STRONGLY 
AGREE 


do not seem to prefer a more material- 
istic way of life. 


77. 


I have no objections to the 


policies of the Americern government, 
but I have not met any Americans 
that I personally like, 


78. 


American subsidiaries should 


not be allowed to expand using 
Canadian financing. 


7B 


Canadian dependence upon large 


American corporations is detrimental 
to the development of Canadian 


business. 


80. 


Compared to Canadians, Ameri- 


cans do not seem to prefer a more 
luxurious and extravagant way of 


JeBEes 


81. 


Canada should severely re- 


strict the export of natural re- 
sources to the United States. 


83. 


Vietnan. 


I approve of American in- 


Canada should encourage 


American tourists to come here. 


84. 


Americans are generally ao more 


racially prejudiced than Canadians. 


85. We 


should not 


to hunt in Canada. 


American policy is 
about ensuring ¢ 


that 


allow Americans 


too con- 


the United 


tates remains the most. powerful 
euntry in the world. 
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87. The American BOvornuent does 
not depend tuo much Upon secret agencies 
such as the C.I.A. or ee eta 


ee aed 
G6. Generally speaking Amoricans 
are a very friendly people, 
89, Canada relies too much 
upon American technology. 
90. Canada should not hice any 
American professors, 


91. Even if American ficms control 
a large part of our econony, this 


1s in Canada's best interest, 

92, The United States is a lawless 
society, 
O3e, -in developing a foreign policy, 
Canada should pursue a position that 

is independent from the United States, 


tere 


94. Canada should allow the American 
1 7 id ’ (a 7 

military to use Canadian bases, 

95. Generally soeakine Americans are 

not a very religious people, 

9G, Americans are Overly concerned 


with statue, 
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UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 


FACULTY OF BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION AND COMMERCE 


Ure os lr ON N A TRE NO. 2 


INSTRUCTIONS 


Would you please answer the following questions dealing with 
Ameiicans. In each case, we want to know whether or not you agree or dis- 
agree with the view expressed. Beside each statement you will find five alter- 
native reactions: 

Strongly Agree Agree Uncertain Disagree Strongly Disagree 
Check off whichever alternative gives the most correct picture of your own view. 
Please do not leave out any statements even when you find it difficult to make 
up your mind. Your views will remain anonymous; you are asked NOT to sign 


your name, Thank you for your co-operation. 


ReEEK KKK KR KK KK KKK KK KR 


STRONGLY STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE UNCERTAIN DISAGREE DISAGREE 


1. Canada should not have as much 
access to the financial statements 
of American subsidiaries as they do 
to similar Canadian firms. 

2. The American military estab- 

lishment has little influence \ 

in making American public policy. 


3. It does not make any dif- 
ference if the Americans con- 
trol the National Hockey League. 


4. Restricting American in- 
vestment in Canada would re- 
sult in a lower standard of 
living. 


5. Generally speaking Americans 
have given their women more 
equality than women of other 
countries, 
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STRONGLY 


AGREE 


6. The American government pur- 
Sues an imperialistic policy in 
dealing with the under-developed 
nations of the world. 


7. American firms in Canada should 
not be allowed to grow if it means that 
they will be larger than Canadian 
firms. 


8. Generally speaking American 
society is more corrupt than 
other societies. 


9. Americans are generally more 
proud of themselves than people 
from other countries. 


10. Most Americans have no 
respect for authority. 


11. Accepting American draft- 
dodgers shows the United States 
that Canada is an independent 
country. 


12. ‘the American government 
is not overly concerned about 
the threat of Communism. 


13. Canada should only export 
a very limited amount of natural 
gas to the United States. 


AGREE 
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STRONGLY 
UNCERTAIN DISAGREE DISAGREE 


Nee nn een ne eeeaiiilliicassamnememmmammmed 


14. Canada snould pursue an 
economic policy in which the growth 
of American subsidiaries is 
curtailed. 


15. American subsidiaries access 
to the parent company’s re- 
search and development ds of 
great benefit to Canada. 


16. Generally sneaking Americans 
are not very generous. 


17. ‘iiost Americans are loud in 
their ways. 
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18. Generally speaking the values 
of American society are as good as 


those from other countries. 


19. There is no harm in using 
American textbooks in Canadian 
schools. 


20. The American governnent 
wastes too muci of its resources 
in space exploration. 


21. American subsidiaries have 
a great deal of freedon from the 
American parent in making major 
decisions such as capital in- 
vestment or the introduction of 
new products. 


22. The American rovernnent 
should allocate more resources 
to increase the economic welfare 
of Negroes, “exicans and poor 
Thites. 


23. Generally sveaking Avnericans 


are not too concerned ‘ith 
“keeping up with the Jones". 


24. In the makine of Anerican 
fFovernment policv there is more 
corruption than in other 
countries. 


25. Generally sneaking Americans 


are not very innovative. 


PAS he American zovernment has 
too much influence on the 
world's econony. 


27. In makins both econonic 
and foreign volicy, Americans 
are sensitive to the imnact 
these policies have on Canada. 


28. One disadvantaze of 

having so many Anerican owned 
couvanies is that Canadian 
managers rarely et top man- 
azerial traininy and exnerience. 
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the Canadian style of life. 


390. 


national unions. 


se 


didn 


as Canadian economic data is 


stored in comouters situated in 


the United States. 


33% 
gressive in pursuin®? wealth. 


34. Americans are cenerally 


no more prejudiced towards ethnic 
minority groups than Canadians. 


35. American firms do not 
control a Jarse part of the 
Canadian econcny. 


36. Americans are ccnerally 
lazy. 
37. .In their relations with 


people of other countries, 


American business brings into 
Canada cultur21 values an“ methods 
of business behavior which fit into 


Canadian local unions vould be 
better off if they were more closely 
allied with American based inter- 


Generally sneakine Americans 
are more willins to ‘risk taking" 
than people of other countries. 


It does not make any dif- 
ference if vital information such 


Americans are overly ag- 


Americans. are generally very 


kind. 
33s 
in the world. 


39. The Canadian vgovernnent 


The Unite’ States should 
not be the most nowerful country 


should force American firms in 


Canada to sell their stocks 
Canadians. 
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40. ‘any Americans are senerally 
pleasant when dealing with other 
peonle. 


41. Generally sycaking Awericans 
bra® more than people from other 
countries. 


42. Americans are generally trust- 
worthy. 


43. Canada should not implement 
an econonic nolicy that is more 
independent tovards the United 
States. 


44. We should not limit the 
number of American professors 
in Canadian Universities. 


45. If restrictine American 
investment in Canada lowers our 
standard of livine, we shoul. 
not pay this price to kee 
Canada indevendent. 


45. Generally sneatkine 
Americans are -ore conceited 
than people frosi other countries. 


47. American control of 

Canadian industry constrains the 
Canadian government from developing 
nonetary and fiscal policies which 
are in the best interest of Canada. 


4S. Americans are no :nore 
nationalistic tian peonte from 
other countries. 

9. Although recent American 
policy is concerned with bene*iting 
the United States it will also 
benefit the world’s economy. 


59. Arericans investuent in 
Canada's natural resources is to 
the detriment of Canada. 
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51. Canadian inmizration nolicy 
resarding Americans should not be 
any more stricter than her policy 
reearding immiezrants from other 
Countries. 


52. “Ye should restrict the number 
of American textbooks in Canadian 
schools. 

53. Allowing American programs 

on Canadian television does 

not hinder tne development of 
Canadian values. am 
54. There should be no 
restriction of American 

ppograms on Canadian tele- 

vision. 

55. Canada should not 

initiate closer ties with the 
Pussians even if tie American 
government disapproves. 


56. American investment in 
Canada decreases job on- 
portunities for Canadians. 


57. If the United tates 
objects, Canada should not assert 
her sovereisaty in the Arctic. 


58. Generally speaking, America. 
subsidiaries in Canada transfer 
too much of their Vanadian vro- 
fits back to the United States. 


59. Canada sheuld not accevt 
American draft-dodgers. 


60. Canada should pursue ana 
economic policy in which 
American subsidiaries are 
closely watched and controlled 
by a government agency. 


61. American investment in 
Canada decreases our standard 
of living. 
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62. Generally Speaking Americans 
lead a very slow nace of life. 


63. Canada should not sell military 
equipment to the United States. 


64. “fost Americans have a lot of 


resnect for the law. 


65. In order to enhance their 
careers in Arierican subsidiaries 
in Canada, Canadian nanacers 
snould be willine to move to the 
United States for exverienca. 


66. American subsidiaries in 
Canada connet2 in the export 
market just as virorousiy as 


Canadian firns. 


67. Generally speaking Anericans 
are more intellizent than people 
from other countries. 


6%. he industrial military 
complex of the United States is 
detrimental to world peace. 


69. Canada should restrict the 
circulation of American magazines 
such as Time and Newsweek. 


79. The American covermnent is 
not sensitive to other countries 
viewpoints then it makes decisions. 


71. American investment of 
Canadian industry is to the det- 


riment of Canada. 


72. Americans are generally 


dishonest. 


73. Americans are overly con- 


cerned with sex. 


74, Americans are cenerally 
not very progressive. 
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76. 


(Wc 


78. 


Mok 


80. 


Americans seem to vrefer a more 


Canadians lose 
portunities because 
subsidiaries 
raw materials in Canada. 


do not 


jot op- 
Anerican 
process 


Comnared to Canadians, 
Anericans seem to 
materialistic way of life. 


I disapprove 
government policv 
Americans personally. 


prefer a more 


of 


American 


but Tf like 


American subsidiaries 
should be allowed to expand 
using Canadian financing. 


Canadian denendence upon 
large American corporations is 
helvful in developing Canadian 
business. 


Compared to Canadians, 


luxurious and extravarant way 


of 


81. 


life. 


Canada should not place any 


restrictions on the export of 


natural resources to the United 


States. 


82. 


I disapnrove of American 


involvement in Vietnan. 


83. 


34. 


Canada should not encouraze 
American tourists to come here. 


Americans are generally more 


racially vrejudiced tian 
Canadians. 


Owe 


aa 
Oe 


Ye shoulc allow American 
to hunt iu Canada. 


American 
overly concerned abcut ensuring 
that the United States remains tne 


nolicv is not 


most nowerful country in the 
world. 
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87. The American government 
depends too much upon secret 
agencies such as the C,I,A, or 
) ap 3 an Oe 


88. Generally speaking Americans 
are not very friendly. 


89. Canada is not overly 
dependent on American tech- 
nology. 


90. Canada should hire 
American professors. 


91. It is not in Canada's 
best interest to have American 
firms control a large part of 
our economy, 


92. The United States is not 
a lawless society. 


93. In developing a foreign 
policy, Canada should ally 
herself more closely with the 
United States, 


94. Canada should not allow 
the American military to use 
Canadian bases. 


95. Generally speaking Americans 
are a very religious people. 


96. Americans are not overly con- 
cerned with status, 
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APPENDIX D 


QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 3 





Vz 


UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA 
FACULTY OF BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION AND COMMERCE 
QUESTIONNAIRE 


PART I_: INSTRUCTIONS 

Would you please answer the following questions. Check off or write down 
the appropriate answer in the space provided. Please do not leave cut any state~ 
ments, even when you find it difficult to make up your mind. Your views will 
remain anonymous; you are asked NOT to sign your name. THANK YOU FOR YOUR 


CO-OPERATION. 
KekK KR KKK KK 


1. SEX: Male Female 
2. AGE at last birthday? 


3. What is your marital status? 


Married Separated 
Widowed Never Married 
Divorced 


4. What is the last year of school that you have completed? 
Grades one to six (1-6) University Graduate 











Junior High or Some High School Post Graduate Training 
Completed High School Technical School 
Some University No Schooling 

5. What is your approximate present annual income from all sources? 
Under $5,000 12,501 - 15,000 
5,001 - 10,000 15,001 - 20,000 
10,001 - 12,500 Over 20,000 

6. What is your religion or church preference? 
Protestant Greek Orthodox 
Catholic Other (Specify) 
Jewish None 





eee 


7. If Protestant, please specify: 





Presbyterian United Church 
Lutheran Anglican 
Baptist Other (Specify) 
8. How often do you ge to church? 
Regularly (Every Sunday) Seldom 
Often Never 
oF What was the nature of your father's occupation? 
Professional or Managerial Blue Collar 
White Collar Farmer 


10. What was the level. of your father's education? 


Grades one to six (1-6) Post Graduate Training 
Junior High or Some High School Technical Training 
Compleréed High School No Schooling 

Some University Don't Know 

University Graduate 
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11. During the first fifteen (15) years of your life, which province of Canada 
did you primarily grow up in? 





British Columbia New Brunswick 

Alberta Novia Scotia 
Saskatchewan Newfound] and 

Manitoba P.E.L 

Quebec z Yukon 

Oat ario North West Territories 





12, If not in Canada, in which Country? 
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13.What is your father's ethnic origin? 

















British American 

Scandinavian French 

Netherlands Italian 

Ukrainian Irish 

German Other (Specify) 

14. Generally speaking, what is your party preference? 
A. Provincially 

Conservative Social Credit 
Liberal Independent 


New Democratic 


B. Nationally 
Conservative ~ Social Credit 


Liberal Independent 


— 


New Democratic 


PART II_: INSTRUCTIONS 
In this part of the questionnaire you will find beside each statement five 
alternative reactions: 


Strongly Agree Agree Neither Agree nor Disagree Disagree Strongly 
Disagree 


Check off whichever alternative most closely approximates your own view. Please 
DO NOT LEAVE OUT any statements even when you find it difficult to make up your 


mind. 
RRR KERR KR KEK 
Strongly Agree Neither Disagree Strongly 
Agree Agree nor Disagree 


Disagree 


15. The federal government is doing too 
much for Quebec in relation to other 
provinces. 


16. Human nature being what it is, there 
must always be war and conflict. 


17. Generally speaking American society 
is more corrupt than other societies. 


18. Canada should strive for power in the 
world. 


wre ee ee 


19. The most important thing a child 
should learn is obedience to his 
parents. 


20. Most Americans have no respect for 
authority. 


21. French Canadians are making unreason- 
able demands, 


22. Generally speaking Americans are too 
concerned with "keeping up with the 
Jones", 


23. Canada should be more forceful in 
influencing other countries, when it 
believes it is in the right. 


24. Elected officials become tools of 
special interests, no matter what. 


25. Americans are not overly concerned 
with status. 


26. To what extent do you agree with the 
policy of the federal government to 
make both French and English the 
official languages of Canada. 


27. A few strong leaders could make this 
country better than all the laws 
and talk. 
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28. 


29. 


30. 


31. 


Ir 


33. 


34. 
Bos 


36. 


37. 


38. 


39. 


40. 


41. 


Gan 


43. 


44. 
45. 


Strongly 
Agree 


nd 


Local officials lose touch with 
the people who elected them. 


In the making of American govern- 
ment policy, there is more corrup- 
tion than in other countries. 


To the greatest degree possible, 
Canada should be both economically 
and politically independent of all 
other nations, 





Most people who don't get ahead 
just don't have enough willpower. 


We should restrict the number of 
American text books in Canadian 
Schools. 


Canada should guard against 
nations which may try to push it 
around, 


Women should stay out of politics. 


In their relations with people 
from other countries, Americans 
are generally very inconsiderate. 


If people knew what was really 
going on in high places, it would 
blow the lid off things. 


American firms do not control a 
large part of the Canadian 
economy. 


People sometimes say that an 
insult to your honor should not 
be forgotten. 


The best way for Canadians to 
progress is to maintain them- 
selves as a distinct and 
independent nation. 


Generally speaking Americans are 
more conceited than people from 
other countries. 


People who go into public office 
are usually out for all they can 
get. 


If restricting American invest- 
ment in Canada lowers our stand- 
ard of living, we should not pay 
this price to keep Canada 
independent. 


It is only natural that Canada 
put its own interests first. 


People can be trusted. 


American control of Canadian 
industry does not constrain the 
Canadian government in develop- 
ing monetary and fiscal policies 
which are in the best interest 
of Canada, 


Canada must seek to control its 
own destiny. 

it doesn't mattor which party 
wins the election, the interests 
of the little man don't count. 


Agree 


ed 


Neither 
Agree nor 
Disagree 


Disagree 
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Strongly 
Disagree 
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Strongly Agree Neither Disagree Strongly 
Agree Asree nor Disagree 
Disagree 








48. Allowing American programs cn 
Canadian television does not hinder 
the development of Canadian valucs. 


PART III : INSTRUCTIONS 
Would you please answer the following questions. by checking off cr by writing down 
the appropriate answer in the space provided. Please DO NOT LEAVE OUT any statements 
even when you find it difficult to make up your mina. 
Ce a a a ed 
49. Are you an American citizen? 
Yes No 


50. Do you have any close relations that are Americans ?(Check where appropriate) 














Husband or Wife Aunts or Uncles 
Mother Brothers-in-law or Sisters-in-law 
Father Son's-in-law or Daughters-in-law 





51. Have you ever lived more than six months in the United States? 
Yes No 


52. In the past ten years, approximately how many vacations have you taken in 
the United States? 








Kumber of Vacations: 


te 


53. Approximately how many of these lasted more than two weeks? 





54. In the past five years, approximately how many business trips have you taken 
in the United States? 
Number of business trips: 
55. Approximately how many of these lasted for more than two weeks? 


56. What type of organization do you work for: 
The federal government or an agency of the federal government 
The provincial government or an agency of ‘the provincial government 
The municipal government or an agency of the municipal government 
A large national organization which is: 
Wholly Canadian owned 
An American subsidary 
An International Firm that 
is neither American or 
Canadian owned. 
A local Business Firm 
A local Business Firm of which you are the owner. 





i 


57. What department of the organization do you work in: 





Purchasing Production ake 
Accounting Research and 
Finance Development 
Personnel Other (Specify) 
Sales 





58, Is the manager of your division an American? 
Yes No 








59. Is your immediate supervisor an American? 
Yes No 








60. Are you a member of the Committee for an Independent Canada? 
Yes fo) 





61. If not, have you signed any petition that was sponsered by the Committee? 
Yes No 





62. Are you in favor of the Village Lake Louise Project? 





Yes No 
64. Which of the following books, if any, have you read: th 
The New Romans iw A Choice For Canada Close the 49 


—— __ 


Silent Surrender Dimension Magazine Parallel Etc 
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